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CHAPTER IV

GOMTE

THOUGH English Utilitarianism owed much to the scientific
rationalism of eighteenth-century France, it quickly drifted
away from such uncompromising teaching. Theological optim-
ism, nonconformist individualism, economic laisser-faire, the
flexibility of the constitution whereby the legal theory of sove-
reignty could be adapted to representative government made
the alliance between the rigidity of rationalism and the plia-
bility of democratic institutions possible. And, despite the
criticism of John Stuart Mill, it was those very democratic
institutions which enabled doctrinaire Utilitarianism to learn
from its opponents. The Oxford Movement, the Co-operative
movementj Chartism, Tory humanitarianism, Christian socia-
lism slowly affected public opinion. Public opinion, in its turn,
slowly affected the House of Commons. This explains why
England in the nineteenth century, despite the shallowness of
the utilitarian philosophy, adapted itself to changing condi-
tions with more success than either the Continent or the United
States. Though Utilitarianism adopted Helvetius's opinion that
'the vices and virtues of a people are always a necessary effect
of their legislation', Britain still confirmed in practice the oppo-
site view of Montesquieu that the 'principle or virtue' of a
people is of more importance than the nature of its government.
It is not without significance that Hegel indirectly owed some-
thing to English political practice, since he was greatly inspired
by that part of Rousseau which is most influenced by the teach-
ing of Montesquieu. It is not surprising that it was left to the
English Hegelians to interpret their master in the most plausible
and satisfactory way, for England, far more than Germany, is
an illustration of the truth contained in the philosophical theory
of the State. In England, the State is the sovereign and final
form of society, yet it is from society that spring the forces of
social and political action. Nowhere is the State's claim to
have the final csay' at any given moment more clearly recog-
nized, yet nowhere is that final csay' more clearly due to cus-